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1
BUDGET PLANNER FOR SOFTLINES

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

This application is related to U.S. patent application Ser.
No. 13/160,463, entitled “Assortment Planner for Softlines,”
filed Jun. 14, 2011, and U.S. patent application Ser. No.
13/160,466, entitled “Commitment Tracker for Softlines,”
filed Jun. 14, 2011, each of which is hereby incorporated
herein by reference.

BACKGROUND

Conventional approaches to purchasing items to offer to
customers rely heavily on manual budgeting and planning,
without a standardized process that works across various
categories of items. In particular, types of items that fall under
a retail “soft lines” category or product line, which can
include items such as apparel, watches, jewelry, footwear, and
sporting goods, are often handled inconsistently even across
the same department of a retailer. For example, there can be
many different buyers for an apparel category who, for each
season, have to set or obtain a fixed budget, then manually
allocate that budget over the various types or styles of item
that the buyer thinks will sell well during a particular season.
The person allocating the budget will generally set an amount
for a vendor or category of item, but will not set budgets for
particular styles within that category or for that vendor. Thus,
even when the buyer has printouts or spreadsheets with vari-
ous budgeting numbers or other such information, the buyer
must attempt to allocate the budget over the styles that the
buyer thinks will do well based upon a “touch and feel”
approach the buyer gets at a fashion show, vendor presenta-
tion, etc. Since each buyer will have different tastes and
preferences, the budget will be allocated differently among
the various buyers. There is currently no way to determine and
update budgets and allocations at these various levels of
granularity in real time based upon current data, and enable
buyers, vendors, and other such entities to access, query, and
update that information in the field as needed. Further, there is
no centralized way to ensure that the approaches to budgeting
and allocations are applied consistently across various prod-
uct lines or types of item, or across periods of time for the
same product line or type of item.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

Various embodiments in accordance with the present dis-
closure will be described with reference to the drawings, in
which:

FIG. 1 illustrates an example of a system that can be used
to budget, allocate, and track commitments for the acquisition
of various items in accordance with various embodiments;

FIG. 2 illustrates an example of a hierarchy including ven-
dors for certain categories across which budget can be allo-
cated in accordance with various embodiments;

FIG. 3 illustrates an example interface providing sortable
ranking of vendor information with past performance data
and current budget allocations that can be accessed by a
system user in accordance with various embodiments;

FIG. 4 illustrates an example process for providing budget
allocations across vendors or other parameters that can be
used in accordance with various embodiments;

FIG. 5 illustrates an example of a hierarchy including vari-
ous subcategories for which performance data can be main-
tained and budget allocated in accordance with various
embodiments;
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FIG. 6 illustrates an example of a sub-hierarchy that for a
given node in the hierarchy of FIG. 5;

FIG. 7 illustrates an example interface illustrating how
budget for a given vendor for a type of item in a given season
can be allocated across various parameters in accordance with
various embodiments;

FIG. 8 illustrates an example interface illustrating how
budget for a given parameter in FIG. 7 can further be allocated
across particular subcategories or parameters in accordance
with various embodiments;

FIG. 9 illustrates an example interface illustrating how
budget for a given parameter in FIG. 7 can further be allocated
across various vendors in accordance with various embodi-
ments;

FIG. 10 illustrates an example interface illustrating how
budget for a given parameter in FIG. 7 can further be allocated
across combinations of parameters in accordance with vari-
ous embodiments;

FIGS. 11(a) and 11(4) illustrate example graphs illustrat-
ing budgeting and/or allocation curves that can be used for
various parameters in accordance with various embodiments;

FIG. 12 illustrates an example process for providing bud-
get allocations across various parameters that can be used in
accordance with various embodiments;

FIG. 13 illustrates an example interface illustrating how
commitments for various allocations can be viewed, adjusted,
or updated by parameter in accordance with various embodi-
ments;

FIG. 14 illustrates an example interface illustrating how
commitments for various allocations can be viewed, adjusted,
or updated by vendor in accordance with various embodi-
ments;

FIG. 15 illustrates an example interface illustrating how the
status of various purchase orders or other commitments can
be tracked in accordance with various embodiments;

FIG. 16 illustrates an example process for tracking com-
mitments in accordance with various embodiments;

FIG. 17 illustrates an example device that can be used in
accordance with various embodiments;

FIG. 18 illustrates components of an example device such
as that illustrated in FIG. 17; and

FIG. 19 illustrates an example environment in which vari-
ous aspects can be practiced.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Systems and methods in accordance with various embodi-
ments of the present disclosure may overcome one or more of
the aforementioned and other deficiencies experienced in
conventional approaches to acquiring items (e.g., products or
services) to be offered for consumption (e.g., purchase, rent,
lease, or download) by an entity such as an electronic retailer.
In particular, various embodiments utilize a system or service
that provides budgeting, allocation, and commitment track-
ing across various types of item from various sources in a way
that is consistent, or at least standardized in, at least some
aspects. Such a system can enable various entities, such as
buyers or vendors, to access the system at any time from any
appropriate location to perform tasks such as to access current
information, run queries on specific parameter combinations,
update or request various adjustments, etc. Such a system can
also utilize various data sources, such as historical perfor-
mance data, market projections, and vendor information, to
generate budgets and allocations in a relatively standardized
way across multiple dimensions of data.

For example, FIG. 1 illustrates an example overview 100 of
a retail planning and management system 102 (hereinafter
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referred to as the “management system”) that can be used in
accordance with various embodiments. The system can be
accessed by any appropriate and/or authorized user or entity,
such as may include a retailer or marketplace representative
120, a vendor representative 122, a third party application
124, or other such users of the management system. In this
example, the system includes four main components: a bud-
get planner 104, an assortment planner 106, a commitment
tracker 108, and a data warehouse 110. It should be under-
stood that these components can be implemented using sepa-
rate or common devices in one or more locations, and may be
distributed across multiple instances in various embodiments.
The example also includes a procurement module 118, which
can be part of, or separate from, the management system 102.
In this example, the budget planner will generally perform
functions such as to analyze various types of data, as may
include vendor data 112, inventory data 114, and historical
data 116 stored to the data warehouse 110 from any of a
plurality of sources, in order to generate budgets to be used for
a particular buying period, such as an upcoming season for a
category of items. These pre-order budgets can be allocated
across a number of different categories or entities, such as a
budget per category or sub-category of item (e.g., shoes) or a
budget per vendor (e.g., a producer, manufacturer, distributor,
or source of one or more brands of shoes). This budget infor-
mation can be accessed by any appropriate party, such as an
authorized electronic marketplace representative (e.g., a
finance manager or category manager) in charge of maintain-
ing the budget or finances for one or more aspects of the
electronic marketplace.

The budget information can be passed into the assortment
planner 106. The assortment planner is operable to examine
additional information, such as performance data for particu-
lar sizes, styles, or colors, as well as vendor marketing infor-
mation, etc., to attempt to allocate that budget over various
types of item in a way that is consistent across the various
categories. For example, a retailer might want to use an algo-
rithm that maximizes for profit, selection, popularity, or other
such aspects, as well as various weighted combinations of
these aspects. The assortment planner can take the budget for
a given vendor in a given category, for example, and allocate
that budget across the available items in that category as
determined by the purchasing algorithm(s). For example, the
assortment planner might allocate a first amount to men’s
dress shoes of a certain size, style, color and a second amount
to men’s dress shoes of the same style and color, but a differ-
ent size, etc. A person such as a buyer or vendor representative
122 can access the system to obtain information about the
allocations, such that the buyer can have a better idea of the
number of items of a particular type or style to buy, and the
vendor can determine the areas in which buyers will have the
most interest. In addition, a buyer can enter information about
the actual amount purchased of a certain item, and can request
more or less budget to be allocated for items of that type. As
this information is entered into the system, the allocation data
can be updated in real time. Further, in at least some embodi-
ments the allocation can be adjusted based upon the actual
amounts and/or items purchased in various categories.

Once the allocation has been set and the buyers (or other
entities) have decided how and where to spend their allocated
budget, the commitment tracker 108 can enable the user to
specify various commitments, communicate those commit-
ments to an appropriate party, and monitor or track how those
commitments are being processed. For example, an in-stock
manager of the marketplace might access the system to see if
all of the items of a certain type have been delivered, and
whether there are more on the way. A vendor manager might

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

4

access the system to determine whether a given vendor is
behind on its commitments for any type of product. In at least
some embodiments, authorized entities can cancel or adjust
commitments that have not yet been fulfilled, can request
returns, etc. In at least some embodiments, the commitment
tracker can include, or work with, a purchase order (PO)
tracker that can track commitments to the individually placed
order. The commitment tracker can work with at least one
procurement module 118 that is operable to work with vari-
ous vendor systems to obtain the items, such as by transfer-
ring order and payment information, tracking quantities,
placing recurring orders, etc.

These and other aspects of the various systems and mod-
ules will be described in more detail below with respect to the
various figures.

In one embodiment, a budget planner portion of the system
canrely upon data stored for a number of different categories,
vendors, and other such aspects. FIG. 2 illustrates an example
of'a hierarchical categorization tree 200 that might be used by
aretailer 202 or other such entity to classify types of items and
track vendors from whom those types of items can be
obtained. The information for this tree can be input or selected
using any appropriate mechanism, and the tree can span mul-
tiple categories or product lines. In this example, an upper
level of the tree includes categories of items, such as apparel
204 and consumer electronics 206. For each of these catego-
ries, there can be one or more vendors listed, which might
include current vendors, possible vendors, approved vendors,
etc. In this example, there are a number of vendors 208, 210,
212 who supply apparel items to the retailer. For at least some
of'those vendors there might be sub-vendors, brands, or divi-
sions 214, 216, or at least different accounts, such as Gap,
Gap Kids, and Baby Gap. There also can be one or more levels
of subcategories in various embodiments.

As mentioned, the retailer can determine an overall budget
for an upcoming year, season, or other such period. This
overall budget can be determined based upon any of a number
of factors as known in the art, such as profits, projections, rate
of'sales, etc. In some embodiments, the overall budget can be
set and entered into the budget planner as a starting point. In
other embodiments, the budget planner can analyze various
types of historical and performance data, for example, to
determine budgets for each of a variety of categories, vendors,
or other such groupings, which then can be totaled to arrive at
an overall budget for the retailer, or other such entity, for the
upcoming period.

In one example, the budget planner could look at the his-
torical performance of each of the vendors, along with the
profitability those vendors, to assign a budget amount to each
vendor. By aggregating those budget amounts, the system can
arrive at the total budget. In another embodiment, the budget
planner can look at data such as sales, performance, and
projection data to generate a total, target, or maximum budget
to spend for an upcoming season. Then, based at least in part
upon vendor performance, rankings, or other such factors, the
system can allocate portions of that budget to the various
vendors. A primary goal of budget planning in many cases is
to split the preorder volume for a given category for an entire
season between the various vendors in that category, while
providing the capability to reserve a percentage of the total
budget for new brands, new vendors, and other such aspects.
It can be desirable in many situations to get away from the
manual template and process-based approach to budget plan-
ning.

FIG. 3 illustrates an example of an interface page 300 that
can be displayed to a user accessing the budget planner in
accordance with one embodiment. While a Web page is dis-
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played in a browser in this application, it should be under-
stood that this is merely an example and that other interfaces
of other types of application can be utilized as well within the
scope of the various embodiments. In this example it can be
seen that there are a number of vendors listed that are ranked
according to one or more criteria, such as past performance,
profitability, sales volume, etc. A vendor’s ranking can fluc-
tuate between seasons based upon performance during a prior
season, as well as trending over time that might include vari-
ous weightings or decays on the respective values. Vendors
can be ranked by any of a number of vendor criteria, such as
may include revenue, profitability, and/or any of a number of
other such vendor parameters. The attributes can also be
weighted for various vendors, regions, categories, etc. For
example, weighting for one ranking algorithm can specify a
60% weighting for revenue, 20% for contribution margin, and
so on. Scores can be applied for each attribute ranking, which
can be combined with the relevant weightings. While in this
example the vendors are sorted by rank 302, it should be
understood that the vendors could be sorted on any of these
other parameters as well, such as the percentage of returns
304.

An authorized user, such as a finance manager, can access
the system to obtain current and projected budget information
for each vendor. The user can be authorized using any appro-
priate process known or used in the art for such purposes. The
vendor manager can query the data to obtain any appropriate
information, such as the profitability of various vendors,
trends in profitability by vendor, etc. In this example, the user
can view at least some historical data, such as to compare the
current allocation with a past allocation and view the histori-
cal rates of profitability 310 and returns 304. The user can be
presented with a number of different options 312 as well, such
as to print or download the data or current report, or to edit or
adjust various information. For example, the finance manager
might look at the low return percentage of Vendor D and
decide to increase the percentage of the total budget allocated
to Vendor D. In some embodiments, the system can decrease
the other vendors proportionally or equally to make up for the
added percentage for Vendor D. In other embodiments, the
system might ask the user which other Vendor(s) that percent-
age should be taken from. In still other embodiments, the
increase will cause the bidding planner to automatically
recalculate the other percentages based upon the input value.
For example, if Vendor D only sells shoes, then the system
might take that budget away from other shoe vendors, ven-
dors who sell the same style, or other apparel vendors. The
decisions might be made based on profitability or other such
factors, which are recalculated after the manual adjustment.
Further, the ability to download and upload specific portions
of the data can enable a user to access and/or work with the
data in situations where a network connection might not be
available, such as when the user is on a plane or in a confer-
ence room, etc.

In at least some embodiments, there might be a limit on the
extent a user can attempt to change a number. For example,
there might be a fixed cap such as +/-3% that a user can
change a value. In other embodiments, the net impact on
profitability, net sales, or another such aspect can be used to
limit the amount of adjustment. For example, if a finance
manager thinks that Vendor A is going to have a great year
based on their upcoming marketing campaign, the finance
manager might attempt to significantly increase the amount
of’budget allocated to that vendor. If, however, that vendor has
low profit margins and adjusting beyond a certain level would
reduce the projected profitability below a set target, the sys-
tem may not let the user adjust beyond that level, at least not
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without approval. In some cases, the user can have the oppor-
tunity to query more profitable vendors, as discussed above,
and increase the allocation to those vendors as well in order to
balance out the less profitable adjustment. Various other
options can be utilized as well within the scope of the various
embodiments.

In some cases, there might not be data for new vendors or
one-off vendors, or enough data from previous seasons, to
assign a value to a vendor based on current criteria. In at least
some embodiments, the system can attempt to utilize infor-
mation for similar or equivalent vendors in order to project an
acceptable budget allocation for that vendor. For example, the
system might look to a vendor that sells a similar selection of
styles, or items with substantially similar attributes, to
attempt to predict the performance of a particular vendor. In
other embodiments, the system might look at other items
purchased by customers purchasing items from that vendor.
For example, if a vendor sells shoes to customers who always
buy very expensive designer jeans and handbags, the system
might decide to set the budget based on a lower volume but
higher profit margin model. Various other approaches to pre-
dicting performance can be used as well, as may rely on any
of the various types of data discussed or suggested herein.

In at least some embodiments, the budget allocations can
be based at least in part upon information and/or suggestions
from the vendors themselves. For example, a vendor can
provide information about which lines or products will be
incorporated into an advertising campaign in the upcoming
season, which items will be involved in product placement in
movies and television shows, etc. In some embodiments, a
vendor might be able to provide goals for certain items, such
as to grow their share of the market for certain types of items,
and might be able to provide lower prices upon guarantees of
certain increases in budget or volume. For example, a vendor
of an item of clothing that might traditionally not have sold
well but will be worn by a character in a summer blockbuster
might receive a higher allocation for the upcoming season.

A benefit of such a system is that common criteria and/or
algorithms can be applied across any or all categories of a
retailer, or other such entity, in an automated fashion. Such an
approach can provide consistency and uniformity across a
scale (e.g., millions) of products that would be virtually
impossible to provide using a manual conventional system
with multiple decision makers and no ability to obtain live
updates and/or real time data. Further, as will be discussed in
more detail later herein, the other components of the system
can feed back into the budget planner to improve not only
projections for future periods, but also make real-time adjust-
ments to allocations for the current buying season.

In some embodiments, a user can have the ability to utilize
an application on a portable device, such as a smart phone,
notebook, or tablet computer, to access the data from any
appropriate location, such as when at a trade show or when on
site with a vendor. The user in at least some embodiments can
download a portion of the data to a local data store on the
device in order to query and/or manipulate the data, and then
upload any changes, requests, or additions to the system. In
some embodiments, any changes uploaded to the system can
be automatically propagated to the other appropriate compo-
nents, data stores, user devices, etc. For example, a finance
manager might find out that a vendor is going out of business
or will only be producing a limited number of items. If that
finance manager enters into the application on the portable
device that the budget for that vendor should be decreased,
that information can be uploaded to the system, whereby the
budget planner can update the data and, where appropriate,
update the projections and/or allocations based upon the
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updated data. In at least some embodiments where the allo-
cation for a given vendor increases as a result of a change, a
finance manager, vendor manager, buyer, or other appropriate
person can be notified of the increase such that the person can
take advantage of the additional budget as soon as it is avail-
able, and will not rely upon a previously reported budget that
is now out of date, as in conventional systems.

Similarly, a vendor manager on site with a vendor might
look at the upcoming product line and determine that the
products are of a lower quality, have changed their target
market, or have otherwise become potentially less desirable
than earlier lines. By having access to the system on a portable
device the vendor manager can instantly adjust the amount of
budget allocated to that vendor, and in at least some embodi-
ments can suggest that the budget be shifted to a competing
vendor. In some embodiments, the budget planner will look at
other vendors offering those styles or items and shift at least
some of'the budget to those vendors, at least as long as various
other criteria or targets are met. Similarly, if the products are
more desirable than past lines the manager might be able to
request an increase on the spot. Such information typically
would be isolated and hard to obtain using existing
approaches, and even though one person decided not to buy as
many of a certain type of item from a vendor, the other users
of the system might not learn of the change until after the
buying season was already over, or may not know how to
apply that additional budget effectively to other areas. A
system such as is described herein can provide a cross-view of
information across the entire retail environment, and auto-
matically adjust information for users according to the crite-
ria and algorithms set in place for the various vendors.

FIG. 4 illustrates an example process 400 for allocating a
budget across a plurality of vendors that can be used in accor-
dance with various embodiments. It should be understood
that for this and any other process discussed herein, there can
be additional, fewer, or alternative steps performed in similar
or alternative steps, or in parallel, within the scope of the
various embodiments unless otherwise stated. In this
example, historical data is obtained for at least a portion of the
vendors 402, where that performance data includes informa-
tion such as past profitability, return percentage, sales vol-
ume, etc. Additional data specific to the period for which the
budget is to be determined can also be obtained 404, such as
may contain information regarding areas of desired growth,
targets for specific types of products, etc. Vendor data might
also be obtained from the individual vendors 406, such as may
include lines of products to be advertised, projected limits on
certain items, discontinued products, etc. For vendors where
there is not at least a minimum amount of historical or pro-
jection data, for example, information for similar vendors (or
vendors selling similar items or items with similar customers)
can be used to infer some level or type of performance or
projection data for those vendors 408. Using information
such as the historical, projection, and/or vendor data, the
various vendors can be ranked according to any of a number
of criteria 410, such as may include net income, profitability,
or other such factors or weighted combinations thereof.

An overall budget can be obtained 412, either by inputting
the determined budget for the upcoming season or by analyz-
ing the historical and projection data, for example, to deter-
mine an appropriate budget. At least part of the historical,
performance, vendor, and/or other information can be aggre-
gated and analyzed using at least one budgeting algorithm
414. The algorithm in some cases might vary by period, as a
summer buying season might utilize many different criteria
than a winter buying algorithm, while in other embodiments
the same algorithm(s) might be used for various seasons, but
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will analyze different periods of data corresponding to those
seasons. It at least some embodiments, the budgeting algo-
rithm analyzes the ranked order of vendors and allocates the
budget across at least a portion of those vendors 416. Vendors
falling below a certain ranking or not meeting a certain crite-
rion (e.g., minimum level of profitability) might not receive
any budget, while certain vendors might only receive a por-
tion of the budget during certain periods, such as for holiday
vendors.

Oncethe budget is allocated across the various vendors, the
budget allocation information can be made available to any
authorized user of the system 418, such as a plurality of
finance managers each operable to access the information
from a user computing device, such as a personal computer or
portable smart device. If any of those users notices or deter-
mines that the allocation needs to be changed for any reason,
such as where a vendor has gone out of business or where an
event has caused a significant change in popularity of that
vendor, the user can input and/or request changes to the
allocation 420, such as to remove the allocated portion from
a vendor or request an increase in the allocation for that
vendor. If'the request is approved 422, the budget amount can
be reallocated appropriately 424. The updated allocation
information then can be almost instantly made available to the
authorized users, and in some cases notifications might even
be pushed to users who might be affected by the changes. Any
of'a number of other changes can also be quickly processed
and the allocations updated and available in near-real time.
Various other approaches can be used as well within the scope
of the various embodiments.

Such a process can help a person such as a buyer or vendor
manager to be able to know how much money they have to
spend, or commit to, while on site with a vendor, at a trade
show, etc. Further, the budget information for a given vendor
in at least some embodiments might be made available to the
vendor, such that the vendor can predict the resources that
will be needed to meet that demand, etc. Such information
will not be sufficient for many entities, however, as there
would be no way to consistently determine how to spend that
allocation for specific items of product lines among the vari-
ous vendors. For example, there would be no way to deter-
mine for a vendor that sells watches, jewelry, and handbags
how much the buyer should spend on each category to maxi-
mize profitability or selection, for example, or meet some
other retailer-imposed criteria.

Accordingly, various approaches discussed herein take
advantage of an assortment planner or other such system,
service, or module. As discussed above, an assortment plan-
ner can be used to allocate the budget for a vendor across the
various items that the vendor sells, as well as to ensure that the
items of a given type or style across the various vendors still
meet various criteria. For example, if Vendor A and Vendor B
sell shoes then the assortment planner would not allocate SOK
to running shoes for each vendor, even if that would make
sense for each individual vendor alone based on past perfor-
mance, if the retailer does not want to spend more than 80K on
running shoes this season. Such limits would have been dif-
ficult to ensure in conventional systems when there were
different vendor managers for Vendor A and Vendor B, par-
ticularly when the vendor managers were committing to
items from each vendor at substantially the same time and
would have no way of knowing what the other bought until
after the commitments were made, if they communicated at
all. An assortment planner can be used to break down a
merchandise plan into the components (e.g., styles, color, and
size) that enable the buyer to address aspects such as customer
preferences and needs.
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An assortment planner can take advantage of the fact that
there are various ways in which data can be grouped, and
various hierarchies in which the data can be organized, such
that budget can be allocated by cross-analyzing a variety of
different dimensions. For example, FIG. 5 illustrates an
example item categorization tree 500 that can be analyzed in
accordance with various embodiments. In this example, the
retailer 502 offers items in several categories, such as apparel
504 and consumer electronics 506. For a category such as
apparel, the can be many subcategories such as shoes 508,
shirts 510, and pants 512, with further subcategories for
shoes, for example, such as running 514, formal 516, and
everyday 518. In should be understood that the tree can have
any desired number of levels having any desired level of
granularity. For example, the running shoes subcategory can
have subcategories such as mens 520, womens 522, and chil-
drens 524. Various other subcategories can be utilized as well,
such as by size, primary color, secondary color, style, etc.,
while in some embodiments these will not be separate sub-
categories by various criteria across which budget can be
allocated.

There also can be various other hierarchies as well. For
example, each vendor can have a tree such as that illustrated
in FIG. 5, where the tree for a given vendor will only contain
nodes representing the categories in which that vendor offers
items. Similarly, for each category in the retailer tree there can
be a sub-tree 600 such as that illustrated in FIG. 6, illustrating
the various vendors 602, 604 who offer items in that category,
in this example being the women’s formal shoes category 522
from FIG. 5.

While formal trees such as this might not be displayed to a
user, these trees can be used to represent relationships and
ways in which the budget data can be allocated and analyzed,
such as to look at how budget is allocated for a given vendor,
retailer, product category, style, etc. Being able to analyze
information at each level of each of these trees can help to
ensure that the budget is allocated across items in a consistent
way that meets the various criteria of the retailer or other such
entity. Further, these relationships enable the budget to be
reallocated appropriately in the event of a change in an allo-
cated amount at any level, node, etc.

For example, FIG. 7 illustrates an example of an interface
page 700 that can be displayed to a user querying the system
in accordance with one embodiment. The page provides the
total budget amount allocated for Vendor A for a given season
702, and is drilled down to the amount allocated for shoes 704
over that period. The user can also select to view the alloca-
tion over various subcategories 706 or parameters for shoes,
here able to see the allocation for mens, womens, childrens,
and infants shoes. In this way, a vendor manager or buyer on
location can instantly know the amount he or she has to spend
with that vendor for each of a variety of types of item.

FIG. 8 illustrates another example interface page 800 that
can be used by a user in such a situation. In this example, the
user is able to view more detailed information about a par-
ticular type of item, in this case women’s running shoes for
Vendor A. If the user is attempting to purchase running shoes,
the user can determine the allocated amount for each avail-
able color 802 of running shoe. The user can run similar
queries to determine allocations for various other parameters,
such as size or style. As will be discussed later herein, the user
can look at the items that are available and make any adjust-
ments the user feels are appropriate. For example, if Vendor A
does not have any red running shoes in this season’s line, the
user can request that the allocation for red running shoes be
reallocated. Similarly, if Vendor A’s white running shoes are
particularly desirable this year, the user can request an
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increase in allocation for that type of item. If approved, the
adjustment can be made across the various nodes, and
updated budget information made available to all appropriate
authorized users.

In some embodiments, a vendor manager might wantto see
the breakdown for a particular type of item across the various
vendors. FIG. 9 illustrates an example interface page 900
displaying the breakdown for women’s running shoes for
multiple vendors. A vendor manager might look to this infor-
mation while at trade show, for example, when the vendor
manager can touch and feel the actual products from each
vendor. If the vendor manager thinks the running shoes from
Vendor B for the upcoming season will likely not sell well, but
the running shoes from Vendor C are better than expected, the
vendor manager might pull up this information to determine
how much budget was allocated to each vendor for this cat-
egory, and suggest that a certain amount of budget from
Vendor B be reallocated to Vendor C. In at least some embodi-
ments, the request can be processed by the assortment man-
ager and, if the change still results in acceptable results, the
change (or at least a portion of the change) can be imple-
mented and distributed as discussed elsewhere herein.

In some embodiments, the retailer might want to be able to
provide budget constraints at a more granular level. For
example, the example interface page 1000 of FIG. 10 illus-
trates a breakdown of the budget allocated for a particular
vendor for women’s running shoes, but provides a breakdown
by a combination of parameters. In this example, each style of
running shoe from that vendor has an allocated budget, as
may be based upon past performance of running shoes with
that style. Similarly, those styles can be broken down by size
to at least provide buying guidelines for different sizes. For
example, running shoes of a first style might sell best in sizes
five to seven, while another style of running shoe might sell
better in sizes six to nine. Similarly, certain styles might run a
little narrow and thus might sell better in wider widths. Vari-
ous other types of information can be used to breakdown the
budget information for various parameters and/or combina-
tions of parameters. Further, certain budgets might represent
hard caps, while others might be recommendations. For
example, a buyer might be allowed to spend up to $125,000
on shoes with Vendor A as a cap, but might be recommended
by the system to spend a certain amount of that in white
running shoes of a certain style that is very popular. Thus, in
at least some systems the buyer can have some flexibility to
exceed or adjust various recommended budgets, while still
being able to see how the various styles or variations typically
sell.

Various data and statistics can also be determined, col-
lected, and/or maintained for such purposes. For example,
FIG. 11(a) illustrates two graphs that can be used to track
historical performance data, or provide projection data, for
various parameters. In the first graph 1100, a user is able to
view statistics showing how women’s running shoes typically
sell by size. Many such curves can be generated and stored for
use in determining various allocations, as well as to compare
a current season’s performance against historical perfor-
mance, etc. In some embodiments, a user can run multiple
queries, such as to compare curves for different seasons, types
of item, etc. Various curves such as that illustrated in FIG.
11(a) can be combined when determining how the budget to
set for various combinations of parameters, such as by com-
bining curves for various sizes, styles, and colors. The second
graph 1102 illustrates an example of a bar graph that can be
presented for more discrete values, such as colors or styles. A
vendor can quickly view a graph such as this to quickly
determine, in general, how to spend budget for a vendor
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without having to analyze or crunch a bunch of numbers. FI1G.
11(b) illustrates another example distribution 1120 that can
be utilized and/or displayed to a user in accordance with
various embodiments. In this example, a user such as a vendor
manager can view information for combinations of param-
eters. Here, a user can quickly view a distribution according to
size and color, in order to obtain a quick and easy guide of
how different colors sell in different sizes. Such combinations
or distributions also can be utilized by the assortment planner
to determine how to allocate the budget for a vendor across
the various styles offered by that vendor.

FIG. 12 illustrates an example process 1200 for distribut-
ing an allocated budget for a given vendor across a plurality of
styles, product lines, and other such groupings of items
offered by that vendor that can be used in accordance with
various embodiments. In this example, historical data is
obtained for at least a portion of the items offered by the
vendor 1202, where that performance data includes informa-
tion such as the performance of each style for that vendor in
the last relevant season, past profitability, return percentage,
sales volume, etc. Additional data specific to the period for
which the budget is to be determined can also be obtained
1204, such as may contain information regarding areas of
desired growth, targets for specific types of products, etc., for
the retailer. This can include one or more curves or optimiza-
tion functions illustrating how budget can advantageously be
spread across various combinations of parameters for various
types of item. Vendor data might also be obtained from the
particular vendor 1206, such as may include lines of products
to be advertised, projected limits on certain items, discontin-
ued products, etc. Ifthere is not at least a minimum amount of
historical or projection data for that particular vendor, for
example, information for similar vendors (or vendors selling
similar items or items with similar customers) can be used to
infer some level or type of performance or projection data for
that vendor 1208. It should be understood that the obtaining
and/or inferring of various types of data can be performed in
any particular order and/or concurrently from one or more
sources in various embodiments. Using information such as
the historical, projection, and/or vendor data, the various
styles of a vendor in one or more categories can be ranked
according to any of a number of criteria 1210, such as may
include projected sales volume, profitability, or other such
factors or weighted combinations thereof. For new styles or
styles without sufficient data, data for equivalent styles can be
determined and utilized for the ranking.

An allocated budget for the vendor can be obtained from
the budget planner 1212. At least part of the historical, per-
formance, vendor, and/or other information can be aggre-
gated and analyzed using at least one assortment planning
algorithm 1214. The algorithm in some cases might vary by
period, as discussed above. It at least some embodiments, the
budgeting algorithm analyzes the ranked order of styles and
allocates the budget across at least a portion of those styles
1216. Styles falling below a certain ranking or not meeting a
certain criterion (e.g., minimum level of profitability) might
not receive any budget, while certain styles might only
receive a portion of the budget during certain periods, such as
for holiday items. Within a given style, the assortment plan-
ning algorithm can also allocate budget across various param-
eters or combinations of parameters, where it is desired to
provide more detailed guidance as to the colors, sizes, or other
such aspects and their respective profitability, sales fre-
quency, etc.

Once the budget is allocated across the various styles, this
budget allocation information can be made available to any
authorized user of the system 1218, such as a plurality of
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vendors or vendor managers each operable to access the
information from a user computing device, such as a personal
computer or portable smart device. In some cases, the infor-
mation might include detailed information about each style in
addition to the budget, as may include pictures of a particular
style, target price, etc. If any of those users notices or deter-
mines that the allocation needs to be changed for any reason,
such as where a vendor has gone out of business, no longer
plans to produce a certain style, or has decided to advertise a
different product line, the user can input and/or request
changes to the allocation 1220, such as to remove the allo-
cated portion from a style or item or request an increase in the
allocation for that style. If the request is approved 1222, the
budget amount can be reallocated among the various styles,
for the same vendor or among various vendors 1224. In some
embodiments, the changes can be compared to one or more
target curves to ensure that the new assortment plan meets one
or more desired targets. The updated allocation information
can be almost instantly made available to the authorized
users, and in some cases notifications might even be pushed to
users who might be affected by the changes. Any of a number
of other changes can also be quickly processed and the allo-
cations updated and available in near-real time. Various other
approaches can be used as well within the scope of the various
embodiments.

In at least some embodiments, a user such as a buyer or
vendor can view a “spend curve” or similar display of infor-
mation to quickly determine where money has already been
spent up to the allocated amount, where there is budget left to
spend, etc. For example, a buyer might be able to see that the
budget has been spent for athletic gear but not for formal
wear, so the buyer can move to the appropriate location in
order to dedicate time where it will be most useful. Similarly,
the actual spend curves for each season can be analyzed and
used to generate curves for subsequent seasons, such as where
the budget was not utilized for certain styles, or where addi-
tional budget was requested, etc.

In at least some embodiments, any requested change to an
allocation is associated with the requesting party. This infor-
mation enables the system to track the performance of each
user, and in some embodiments rank or provide scores for
certain users. In some embodiments, a user with a certain
rating might always have his or her request approved, as long
as it falls within the overall budget plan or criteria. For users
with lower scores or rankings, those requests might need to be
approved by at least one other user. In such cases, the request-
ing user might have to provide a rationale or justification for
the requested change.

As discussed above, at least some of the historical data can
be weighted differently among different categories in order to
provide different ranking approaches as appropriate. Further,
the historical data can be decayed such that more recent data
is weighted more heavily in the projections that older data, to
account for trends, changes in purchasing habits, etc.

In some embodiments, the management system can be
configured to work with the vendor systems such that the
actual ordering can be performed through the system, while in
other embodiments the ordering can be done through one or
more vendor systems and then input, uploaded, or otherwise
transferred into the management system. Users can view the
real time progress, such as to view the current spend curve
versus the target spend curve, the amount spent with different
vendors to date, etc.

It can also be desirable to be able to determine and track the
actual fulfillment or commitment processing once the orders
have been placed. For example, a retailer might want to be
able to track various commitments against the respective
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budget, as well as to track fulfillment for individual orders,
recurring orders with specific vendors, and other such com-
mitments. In some cases, pricing or availability might
change, a vendor might go out of business or discontinue a
line, or any of a number of other such actions or events might
occur. By being able to update and track this information in
real time, the management system can make near real-time
adjustments, such as to order (or allocate) more items of a
particular style from a second vendor if no longer available
from a first vendor, and enable vendor managers to receive
notifications of any change such that the vendor manager can
investigate through the system and determine any necessary
actions. The ability of the management system to track accu-
racy and changes at every level of the process, from budgeting
through assortment planning, purchasing, and fulfillment,
and utilize historical information at each level for future plan-
ning, provides a robust solution that provides accurate per-
formance information and improved budgeting that is consis-
tent across vendors and styles and can be accessed and
updated by various types of users at any time.

For example, a commitment planner can allow vendors and
vendor managers, among other such users, to track existing
and future commitments, as well as how past commitments
have been fulfilled. Such a user can get up-to-date informa-
tion by accessing the system at any time, and can build
reports, export data, view statistics, or perform any of a num-
ber of other such actions. The commitments also can be
reconciled periodically with the numbers from the budget
planner and assortment planner to determine performance,
areas for improvement, etc. This information can be used to
adjust data curves, evaluate budgeting algorithms, and per-
form a number of other such tasks to improve future projec-
tions.

A user such as a vendor or vendor manager can access the
commitment planner at any time and view information or
execute queries to determine a vendor’s performance, com-
mitments against budget, and other such information. For
example, FIG. 13 illustrates an example interface page 1300
wherein a user is a able to view the committed levels for
various items or styles, in this case the amount allocated for
various sizes of a particular size of running shoe in a particular
color. The user can view the allocated budget 1302 for each
size, as well as the amount actually spent 1304 and any
remaining budget 1306. The user in at least some embodi-
ments can also search for information, as will be discussed
subsequently, as to whether the available budget is a result of
a lower amount of money being spent for that style than was
allocated, or whether there is a future or recurring purchase
that will happen but is not yet reflected in the committed or
utilized amount. In other embodiments, any current or future
commitment can be displayed as should be apparent. A ven-
dor manager in such a location can submit information to
purchase additional items, reflect that additional items have
been purchased, request additional budget, or perform any
other such action. A vendor, on the other hand, might see that
the retailer has not spent the entire budget for a particular style
and might submit requests to the retailer to determine whether
the user would like to purchase more of that item, find out if
there were any concerns about the item, offer alternative
items or discounts on that item, etc. Any of a number of
different types of query can be executed to view information
at any appropriate level, for any category or style, etc., as
desired. The vendor thus can determine not only how well the
vendor is performing, but can view other information as well,
such as which styles the vendor prefers, which types of items
the retailer’s customers tend to want, which colors are most
popular for a given style, etc. Thus, the vendor can focus more
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energy or resources on these types of items in upcoming
seasons, which can be beneficial both to the vendor and the
retailer. Various other such actions can be made available
through the system as well.

FIG. 14 shows another example interface page 1400
whereby a user such as a vendor manager can compare the
performance of various vendors, such as the vendors man-
aged by that vendor manager. As in FIG. 13, the user can view
information such as how much budget was allocated to each
vendor, how much was spent with each vendor, etc. If the
vendor manager sees that there is budget available that was
not used for one vendor, the vendor manager can request to
spend that amount with a different vendor who is performing
better, has more desirable items of a particular type at the
current time, etc.

A meeting between a vendor and vendor manager now can
be much more productive because each can have performance
and order information for that particular vendor, as well as
performance data of that vendor against other vendors. If the
meeting results in additional commitments, that information
can be entered into the system and almost immediately avail-
able to the various users of the system. The ability to access
and update information in the field can be very beneficial to
any of a number of different users associated with a retailer,
vendor, or other such entity.

Further, a buyer can compare the actual amount spent
against the allocated budget for any given style and in real
time find out how much the buyer has left for any given style,
parameter, etc. The buyer can also update information about
items as they are purchased, so the allocations and commit-
ments can be updated across the system in near real time. The
buyer’s available budget then will be updated accordingly. If
the user wants to shift allocation while in the field, the user
can submit a request and, upon approval, make appropriate
commitments on the spot without delay. This can be particu-
larly when buying items such as high fashion items where
there will be a limited number of items available, and any
delay can result in not being able to procure those items.

The buyer also can utilize information available through
the system to determine whether to spend the allocated budget
for that style. For example, a vendor manager might be on site
with a manufacturer looking at the quality and type of prod-
ucts that will be available. The vendor manager can enter
information about these products for use in ranking those
items. If the vendor is going to advertise certain items, thinks
certain items are going to be their best sellers, etc., this infor-
mation can be entered into the system as well to help with
ranking the items. This information can be analyzed the fol-
lowing season to see how well the vendor did with their
predictions, which can help to determine how much to weight
that vendor’s predictions for future seasons. This can help to
determine not only how many items to commit to in the
current season, but in future seasons as well. An advantage to
the management system is that this type of information can be
input at the site, uploaded beforchand, or otherwise made
available at any appropriate time in any appropriate fashion.
Similarly, the vendor’s information can be compared against
the assortment plan to determine where it might be advanta-
geous to adjust the allocations for various styles. For
example, the buyer might purchase a few items that might not
perform very well, and thus might not have much budget
allocated, but would help with selection and potentially drive
people to view that vendor’s collection. Similarly, if the buyer
thinks that certain items will sell better when seeing them in
person, the vendor can adjust the assortment accordingly.

Another advantage of such a management system is that
the data gathering and information analysis can be done auto-
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matically, or handled through the system ahead of time, such
that the relationship between the buyers and the vendor man-
agers can be more of an actual relationship in addition to a
mechanism for data transfer. Further, the retailer and vendor
can be looking at the same set of data, which can help to more
quickly make decisions and discuss various allocations, com-
mitments, levels of performance, etc. In at least some embodi-
ments, vendors, vendor managers, and other such users can
leave notes and comments in the system as to why something
was changed, why a request was submitted, and other such
information, which can help with future determinations as
well as provide useful information to various users regarding
the current period.

A commitment tracker also can help to ensure that each
buyer does not exceed budget for any portion of the total
commitment. In some embodiments, a buyer will not be able
to exceed the budget at all, while in other embodiments a
buyer might need to obtain approval for an overage, or might
be able to exceed the budget by a certain percentage. In some
embodiments, the buyer might be able to exceed the budget
but a finance manager or other such person can be notified of
the overage and take appropriate action. In some embodi-
ments the overage might be allowed as long as the buyer is
under budget for other styles or items, etc. Various other
approaches can be used as well as should be apparent.

In some embodiments, the commitment tracker can look at
historical data to determine when various items sold well to
determine a schedule at which to deliver and/or purchase
those items. For example, a buyer might want to purchase
1,000 shoes but the system might determine, where allowed
by the vendor, to order 50 this month, 200 for next month, etc.,
in order to keep lower amounts of inventory on hand and
obtain the items as they will likely be needed. For soft lines in
particular, setting a fixed schedule up front can help to ensure
that the items are available as needed, or that the vendor
makes a sufficient number of items.

Such information can be fed into a module, system, or
service such as a purchase order (PO) tracker. A PO tracker
can receive the information from the commitment tracker
(except where the PO tracker is a portion of the commitment
tracker) and use that information to generate purchase orders
as needed. For example, for a current order the system can
generate a purchase order and submit that purchase order,
after any review, to the relevant vendor. For recurring or future
orders, the system can store the necessary information and
generate those purchase orders at the appropriate times. The
system can then track the status of various purchase orders,
and enable users to view that status at any time.

For example, FIG. 15 illustrates an example interface page
1500 wherein an authorized user is able to access open pur-
chase orders for Vendor A. In other pages, the user can view
past purchase orders or other such information. In this
example, the user is able to view open or future purchase
orders 1502 for Vendor A, along with various types of status
information 1504, such as the commitment in the order,
whether the order has been fulfilled, any outstanding amount,
notes about the status, etc. The user can also be presented with
various options as well, such as to cancel at least part of an
order that has not been fulfilled, repeat or adjust an order, etc.
This information can be made available to users in real time,
with adjustments or cancellations being reflected in the data
in near real time. Further, the performance data for various
purchase orders can be stored and fed back into the budget
and assortment planners, for example, to help determine
future budget amounts to allocate over various vendors. In
some embodiments, an indication from a vendor that the
vendor cannot comply with acommitment can result in any of
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a number of actions, such as wrapping those items into a
future order or redistributing the budget to other vendors,
such as for similar or other items.

A PO tracker can also enable a user to specify how many of
agiven item to commit to purchasing, as well as how many the
user might want to purchase at a future time. For example,
some vendors might be willing to produce extra copies of an
item ifthere is some indication that a vendor might want those
extra copies. A vendor might indicate to a manufacturer that
the vendor wants 1,000 items for sure, and if those items sell
well the vendor will want 1,000 more. The manufacturer then
can decide whether to manufacture those additional items
based on projections, current sales, or other such factors that
indicate a vendor or retailer is likely going to want the extra
items. A PO tracker can also track how well various manu-
facturers or vendors are able to provide the extra items, and
use this information to determine whether to order more up
front (where it may be less likely to get additional items later)
or order fewer items up front (where it is very likely to be able
to replenish stock at a later time). In some embodiments, the
PO tracker can be programmed to automatically order the
additional items upon certain criteria being met, such as a
minimum rate of sales of that item over a specified period of
time.

In some embodiments, a PO and/or commitment tracker
can be programmed to automatically order additional items
when the stock levels of those items drop below set thresh-
olds. For example, a retailer might want to ensure that they
always have a minimum number of running shoes in stock. In
some embodiments, the commitment tracker can reorder cer-
tain styles as those styles get low in stock. In other embodi-
ments, the commitment tracker can look back to the assort-
ment plan and order according the plan for a given type of
item, such as running shoes, using the current version of that
curve to order items even though some of those items might
not yet have dropped below a reorder level. A tracker can be
configured to work with other systems or services, such as
forecasting, procurement, and inventory planning for auto-
mated PO creation and other such aspects. Various other
options can be used as well in other embodiments.

FIG. 16(a) illustrates a first portion 1600 of an example
process for managing commitments for one or more vendors,
manufacturers, or other such entities that can be used in
accordance with various embodiments. Such a process can
enable seamless interaction between vendors and buyers, for
example, while tracking commitments reconciled against the
relevant assortment plan(s). In this example, a user such as a
buyer or vendor manager can access the system, whereby the
system can provide information regarding the determined
allocation for a given type of item, product line, style, or other
such grouping for a given vendor 1602. In some embodi-
ments, the vendor manager can access an entire buying guide
for a vendor, which includes the budget amount allocated for
any items or grouping of items for that vendor as set via the
assortment planner. The user can look at the various items
offered by that vendor while on location at a trade show,
vendor site, etc., and determine whether to commit to the
allocated amount 1604. If the user wants to commit to the
allocated amount, the vendor manager can cause a commit-
ment to be made for that amount of items 1606. The user can
also view information such as historical performance data for
the vendor, style, type of item, etc. 1608, and can specify a
schedule for the purchase and delivery of those items 1610. If
the user does not want to commit to the allocated amount, the
user can request changes to the allocated amount for a given
type of item 1612. If the request is approved 1614, the user
can commit to the desired amount of items, whether the
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originally allocated items or other items per the request. Any
updates can be made in near real time, and available to all
other authorized users. As discussed above, if a user does not
want to use the allocated amount for a type of item, that
amount might be reallocated to items for a different vendor
instead of a different item type for the same vendor. Various
other options can be executed as well. If the request is denied,
the user can be notified 1616, and an appropriate action can be
taken, such as to go ahead with the order or not place an order,
etc.

In some cases, a commitment might be unable to be ful-
filled for some reason, such as where the vendor is unable to
obtain materials or otherwise cannot provide a type or style of
item. If that information is entered into the management
system and communicated to the appropriate parties, that
portion of the budget can be reallocated to other items from
that vendor. In some embodiments, an assortment planner
might look at the other vendors offering items of that type,
and determine to reallocate that budget to another vendor
offering the desired type of item. In this case, the information
can be fed back to the budget planner, which can reallocate
that amount of budget to the other vendor. Various informa-
tion can be updated at each level as appropriate, and various
users can be notified as appropriate. For example, a notifica-
tion can be sent to each vendor, as well as a respective vendor
manager, finance manager, etc.

FIG. 16(5) illustrates a second portion 1620 of the example
process, wherein the commitments for a given vendor can be
analyzed by a commitment tracker, PO tracker, or other such
module, system, or service 1622. If it is time to make a
purchase per the determined timing or schedule 1624, a pur-
chase order can be generated and issued to the vendor or other
appropriate entity 1626. The system can track the status of the
purchase order 1628, and can update the information with any
changes 1630, such as full delivery, a partial delivery, cancel-
lation, payment, or delay notice. For any failure to meet the
terms of the purchase order 1632, the system can notify an
appropriate user 1634 or in some cases automatically adjust
the purchase order or perform another such action. The user
can be enabled to adjust or cancel the order at any appropriate
time before complete fulfillment 1636. The performance data
can be stored to an appropriate location for subsequent analy-
sis 1638, such as for future allocations for that vendor. For
example, the system can store information about which prod-
ucts or items were actually received, how many of them,
whether any had to be returned or refused, how many were
late, etc. In some embodiments, the vendors can be ranked
based at least in part upon this information for use in subse-
quent budgeting, etc. Such a system provides real-time access
to commitment information and enables adjustments to be
made in the field as necessary, while still maintaining consis-
tency across users. Further, feeding the commitment and per-
formance information back into the budget and assortment
planners enables the retailer to be more accurate for subse-
quent seasons, periods, etc.

It should be understood, however, that while an end-to-end
system can be useful in many situations, various portions of
the overall system can be utilized separately in different
embodiments. For example, an entity might utilize a budget
planner, or subscribe to a budget planning service, to deter-
mine a projected budget for a particular season, including
amounts for various vendors, manufacturers, providers, etc.
Similarly, an entity might utilize an assortment planner or
planning service to determine how to allocate a given budget
across various types of items with any of a number of different
parameters and parameter combinations. An entity also might
use a commitment and/or PO planner or planning service to
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manage commitments for various providers, vendors, etc.
Various other combinations can be used advantageously as
well within the scope of various embodiments.

A commitment tracker can provide various other function-
ality as well. For example, the commitment tracker can kick-
off an approval workflow any time a vendor manager or other
user over-commits, such as for a vendor, brand, or style. The
tracker can automatically aggregate budgets for a given ven-
dor at the business group or other appropriate level, and can
provide automatic reconciliation of POs and receipts against
the respective commitments. The tracker can track and pro-
vide deltas between, for example, vendor manager commit-
ments and the allocated budget for each brand, vendor, etc.
The tracker can help to prevent multiple POs being sent to
vendors for the same style, and can enable vendors and other
such entities to interact directly with the tracker without hav-
ing to contact the appropriate person(s) at the retailer, manu-
facturer, etc.

FIG. 17 illustrates front and back views of an example
computing device 1700 that can be used in accordance with
various embodiments to access and/or execute portions of the
various systems or services discussed herein, or perform
other such actions. Although a portable computing device
(e.g., a smart phone, an electronic book reader, or tablet
computer) is shown, as may be used by a vendor manager in
the field, for example, it should be understood that any device
capable of determining and processing input can be used in
accordance with various embodiments discussed herein. The
devices can include, for example, desktop computers, note-
book computers, electronic book readers, personal data assis-
tants, cellular phones, video gaming consoles or controllers,
television set top boxes, and portable media players, among
others.

In this example, the computing device 1700 has a display
screen 1702, which under normal operation will display
information to a user facing the display screen (e.g., on the
same side of the computing device as the display screen). The
display screen can provide for touch input in at least some
cases, while other inputs can be used as well in various
embodiments, such as may include keyboard or button input,
mouse or keypad input, etc. The device will usually include at
least one wired or wireless network connection operable to
enable the device to communicate with a network, such as to
obtain data from a management system as discussed herein.
In at least some embodiments, the computing device can
include at least one image capture element 1704 enabling the
user to capture images and/or video of various products or
items that can be stored to the system. The computing device
can also include at least one microphone or other audio cap-
ture element capable of capturing audio data, such as verbal
description information or audio generated by an item, etc. A
user can use such a computing device at any appropriate
location where the device can obtain an appropriate commu-
nications signal (e.g., Wi-Fior 3G) or connection, or can work
offline and upload/download information when such a con-
nection is available.

FIG. 18 illustrates an example set of basic components of a
computing device 1800, such as the device 1700 described
with respect to FIG. 17. In this example, the device includes
at least one processor 1802 for executing instructions that can
be stored in a memory device or element 1804. As would be
apparent to one of ordinary skill in the art, the device can
include many types of memory, data storage or computer-
readable media, such as a first data storage for program
instructions for execution by the processor 1802, the same or
separate storage can be used for images or data, a removable
memory can be available for sharing information with other
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devices, and any number of communication approaches can
be available for sharing with other devices. The device typi-
cally will include some type of display element 1806, such as
a touch screen, electronic ink (e-ink), organic light emitting
diode (OLED) or liquid crystal display (LCD), although
devices such as portable media players might convey infor-
mation via other means, such as through audio speakers. As
discussed, the device in many embodiments will include at
least one image capture element 1808 and may also include at
least one audio capture element (not shown). An image cap-
ture element can include any appropriate technology, such as
a CCD image capture element having a sufficient resolution,
focal range and viewable area, to capture an image of the user
when the user is operating the device.

The device can include one or more networking compo-
nents 1810 operable to enable the device to connect with, and
transfer data over, at least one network. These components
can include any appropriate components known in the art for
connecting to an appropriate network, such as the Internet, a
cellular or wireless network, etc. The device can also include
at least one additional input device 1812 able to receive con-
ventional input from a user. This conventional input can
include, for example, a push button, touch pad, touch screen,
wheel, joystick, keyboard, mouse, trackball, keypad or any
other such device or element whereby a user can input a
command to the device. These 1/O devices could even be
connected by a wireless infrared or Bluetooth or other link as
well in some embodiments. In some embodiments, however,
such a device might not include any buttons at all and might
be controlled only through a combination of visual and audio
commands such that a user can control the device without
having to be in contact with the device.

As discussed, different approaches can be implemented in
various environments in accordance with the described
embodiments. For example, FIG. 19 illustrates an example of
an environment 1900 for implementing aspects in accordance
with various embodiments. As will be appreciated, although a
Web-based environment is used for purposes of explanation,
different environments may be used, as appropriate, to imple-
ment various embodiments. The system includes an elec-
tronic client device 1902, which can include any appropriate
device operable to send and receive requests, messages or
information over an appropriate network 1904 and convey
information back to a user of the device. Examples of such
client devices include personal computers, cell phones, hand-
held messaging devices, laptop computers, set-top boxes,
personal data assistants, electronic book readers and the like.
The network can include any appropriate network, including
an intranet, the Internet, a cellular network, a local area net-
work or any other such network or combination thereof. Com-
ponents used for such a system can depend at least in part
upon the type of network and/or environment selected. Pro-
tocols and components for communicating via such a net-
work are well known and will not be discussed herein in
detail. Communication over the network can be enabled via
wired or wireless connections and combinations thereof. In
this example, the network includes the Internet, as the envi-
ronment includes a Web server 1906 for receiving requests
and serving content in response thereto, although for other
networks, an alternative device serving a similar purpose
could be used, as would be apparent to one of ordinary skill in
the art.

The illustrative environment includes at least one applica-
tion server 1908 and a data store 1910. It should be under-
stood that there can be several application servers, layers or
other elements, processes or components, which may be
chained or otherwise configured, which can interact to per-
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form tasks such as obtaining data from an appropriate data
store. As used herein, the term “data store” refers to any
device or combination of devices capable of storing, access-
ing and retrieving data, which may include any combination
and number of data servers, databases, data storage devices
and data storage media, in any standard, distributed or clus-
tered environment. The application server 1908 can include
any appropriate hardware and software for integrating with
the data store 1910 as needed to execute aspects of one or
more applications for the client device and handling a major-
ity of the data access and business logic for an application.
The application server provides access control services in
cooperation with the data store and is able to generate content
such as text, graphics, audio and/or video to be transferred to
the user, which may be served to the user by the Web server
1906 in the form of HTML, XML or another appropriate
structured language in this example. The handling of all
requests and responses, as well as the delivery of content
between the client device 1902 and the application server
1908, can be handled by the Web server 1906. It should be
understood that the Web and application servers are not
required and are merely example components, as structured
code discussed herein can be executed on any appropriate
device or host machine as discussed elsewhere herein.

The data store 1910 can include several separate data
tables, databases or other data storage mechanisms and media
for storing data relating to a particular aspect. For example,
the data store illustrated includes mechanisms for storing
content (e.g., production data) 1912 and user information
1916, which can be used to serve content for the production
side. The data store is also shown to include a mechanism for
storing log or session data 1914. It should be understood that
there can be many other aspects that may need to be stored in
the data store, such as page image information and access
rights information, which can be stored in any of the above
listed mechanisms as appropriate or in additional mecha-
nisms in the data store 1910. The data store 1910 is operable,
through logic associated therewith, to receive instructions
from the application server 1908 and obtain, update or other-
wise process data in response thereto. In one example, a user
might submit a search request for a certain type of item. In this
case, the data store might access the user information to verify
the identity of the user and can access the catalog detail
information to obtain information about items of that type.
The information can then be returned to the user, such asin a
results listing on a Web page that the user is able to view via
a browser on the user device 1902. Information for a particu-
lar item of interest can be viewed in a dedicated page or
window of the browser.

Each server typically will include an operating system that
provides executable program instructions for the general
administration and operation of that server and typically will
include computer-readable medium storing instructions that,
when executed by a processor of the server, allow the server
to perform its intended functions. Suitable implementations
for the operating system and general functionality of the
servers are known or commercially available and are readily
implemented by persons having ordinary skill in the art, par-
ticularly in light of the disclosure herein.

The environment in one embodiment is a distributed com-
puting environment utilizing several computer systems and
components that are interconnected via communication links,
using one or more computer networks or direct connections.
However, it will be appreciated by those of ordinary skill in
the art that such a system could operate equally well in a
system having fewer or a greater number of components than
are illustrated in FIG. 19. Thus, the depiction of the system
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1900 in FIG. 19 should be taken as being illustrative in nature
and not limiting to the scope of the disclosure.

The various embodiments can be further implemented in a
wide variety of operating environments, which in some cases
can include one or more user computers or computing devices
which can be used to operate any of a number of applications.
User or client devices can include any of a number of general
purpose personal computers, such as desktop or laptop com-
puters running a standard operating system, as well as cellu-
lar, wireless and handheld devices running mobile software
and capable of supporting a number of networking and mes-
saging protocols. Such a system can also include a number of
workstations running any of a variety of commercially-avail-
able operating systems and other known applications for pur-
poses such as development and database management. These
devices can also include other electronic devices, such as
dummy terminals, thin-clients, gaming systems and other
devices capable of communicating via a network.

Most embodiments utilize at least one network that would
be familiar to those skilled in the art for supporting commu-
nications using any of a variety of commercially-available
protocols, such as TCP/IP, OSI, FTP, UPnP, NFS, CIFS and
AppleTalk. The network can be, for example, a local area
network, a wide-area network, a virtual private network, the
Internet, an intranet, an extranet, a public switched telephone
network, an infrared network, a wireless network and any
combination thereof.

In embodiments utilizing a Web server, the Web server can
run any of a variety of server or mid-tier applications, includ-
ing HTTP servers, FTP servers, CGI servers, data servers,
Java servers and business application servers. The server(s)
may also be capable of executing programs or scripts in
response requests from user devices, such as by executing one
or more Web applications that may be implemented as one or
more scripts or programs written in any programming lan-
guage, such as Java®, C, C# or C++ or any scripting language,
such as Perl, Python or TCL, as well as combinations thereof.
The server(s) may also include database servers, including
without limitation those commercially available from
Oracle®, Microsoft®, Sybase® and IBM®.

The environment can include a variety of data stores and
other memory and storage media as discussed above. These
can reside in a variety of locations, such as on a storage
medium local to (and/or resident in) one or more of the
computers or remote from any or all of the computers across
the network. In a particular set of embodiments, the informa-
tion may reside in a storage-area network (SAN) familiar to
those skilled in the art. Similarly, any necessary files for
performing the functions attributed to the computers, servers
or other network devices may be stored locally and/or
remotely, as appropriate. Where a system includes comput-
erized devices, each such device can include hardware ele-
ments that may be electrically coupled via a bus, the elements
including, for example, at least one central processing unit
(CPU), at least one input device (e.g., a mouse, keyboard,
controller, touch-sensitive display element or keypad) and at
least one output device (e.g., a display device, printer or
speaker). Such a system may also include one or more storage
devices, such as disk drives, optical storage devices and solid-
state storage devices such as random access memory (RAM)
or read-only memory (ROM), as well as removable media
devices, memory cards, flash cards, etc.

Such devices can also include a computer-readable storage
media reader, a communications device (e.g., a modem, a
network card (wireless or wired), an infrared communication
device) and working memory as described above. The com-
puter-readable storage media reader can be connected with,
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or configured to receive, a computer-readable storage
medium representing remote, local, fixed and/or removable
storage devices as well as storage media for temporarily
and/or more permanently containing, storing, transmitting
and retrieving computer-readable information. The system
and various devices also typically will include a number of
software applications, modules, services or other elements
located within at least one working memory device, including
an operating system and application programs such as a client
application or Web browser. It should be appreciated that
alternate embodiments may have numerous variations from
that described above. For example, customized hardware
might also be used and/or particular elements might be imple-
mented in hardware, software (including portable software,
such as applets) or both. Further, connection to other com-
puting devices such as network input/output devices may be
employed.

Storage media and computer readable media for containing
code, or portions of code, can include any appropriate media
known or used in the art, including storage media and com-
munication media, such as but not limited to volatile and
non-volatile, removable and non-removable media imple-
mented in any method or technology for storage and/or trans-
mission of information such as computer readable instruc-
tions, data structures, program modules or other data,
including RAM, ROM, EEPROM, flash memory or other
memory technology, CD-ROM, digital versatile disk (DVD)
or other optical storage, magnetic cassettes, magnetic tape,
magnetic disk storage or other magnetic storage devices or
any other medium which can be used to store the desired
information and which can be accessed by a system device.
Based on the disclosure and teachings provided herein, a
person of ordinary skill in the art will appreciate other ways
and/or methods to implement the various embodiments.

The specification and drawings are, accordingly, to be
regarded in an illustrative rather than a restrictive sense. It
will, however, be evident that various modifications and
changes may be made thereunto without departing from the
broader spirit and scope of the invention as set forth in the
claims.

What is claimed is:

1. A computer-implemented method comprising:

under control of one or more computer systems configured
with executable instructions to implement a manage-
ment system associated with managing a budget for
items offered in an electronic marketplace for a plurality
of vendors,

obtaining, by the management system from a data store
associated with the electronic marketplace, historical
performance data for the plurality of vendors offering
the items in a plurality of categories, the historical per-
formance data including values for a plurality of perfor-
mance metrics, wherein the plurality of performance
metrics includes one or more fulfillment performance
metrics with respect to fulfillment of vendor commit-
ments;

determining, by the management system, a weighted com-
bination of the values of the performance metrics for the
plurality of vendors, the weighted combination incorpo-
rating a plurality of predetermined weights each corre-
sponding to one of the plurality of fulfillment perfor-
mance metrics;

ranking, by the management system, the plurality of ven-
dors based at least in part on the determined weighted
combination of the values;
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allocating, by the management system, a target budget
amount across at least a portion of the plurality of ven-
dors based at least in part upon the ranking;
providing, by the management system, access to the allo-
cated budget amount to a plurality of authorized users;

enabling, by the management system, each authorized user
to request one or more adjustments to the allocated bud-
get amount,
responsive to approval by the management system of a
request from an authorized user for adjusting the allo-
cated budget amount, automatically reallocating, by the
management system, the target budget amount based at
least in part upon the ranking;
receiving, by the management system, change information
relating to at least one of an adjustment in an assortment
allocation or a vendor commitment affecting one or
more vendors of the plurality of vendors;

automatically reallocating, by the management system, the
target budget for the one or more vendors based at least
in part upon the change information; and

outputting the reallocated target budget from the manage-

ment system to a procurement system, the outputting
causing the procurement system to generate orders for
the items from the plurality of vendors based on the
reallocated target budget, the orders enabling the plural-
ity of vendors to offer the items via the electronic mar-
ketplace.

2. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, wherein
at least a portion of the plurality of vendors are ranked further
based at least in part upon at least one of projected fulfillment
performance data and vendor planning data, wherein the ful-
fillment performance data includes data with respect to ful-
fillment of vendor commitments.

3. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, further
comprising:

determining the target budget amount based at least in part

upon the historical fulfillment performance data for the
plurality of vendors, wherein the fulfillment perfor-
mance data includes data with respect to fulfillment of
vendor commitments.

4. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, further
comprising:

notifying at least one relevant user about the reallocated

budget for the one or more vendors.

5. The computer-implemented method of claim 4, further
comprising:

sending information for the reallocated budget for the one

or more vendors to at least one of an assortment planner
or a commitment tracker operable to adjust at least one
of an assortment allocation or level of commitment for
the one or more vendors.

6. A system configured to manage a budget for items
offered at an electronic marketplace from a plurality of pro-
viders, the system comprising:

a processor; and

at least one memory device including instructions that,

when executed by the processor, cause the system to, at

least:

obtain historical data for a plurality of providers from a
data store associated with the electronic marketplace,
each provider offering at least one type of item, the
historical data including values for a plurality of ful-
fillment performance metrics, wherein the plurality of
performance metrics includes one or more fulfillment
performance metrics with respect to fulfillment of
vendor commitments;
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determine a weighted combination of the values of the
fulfillment performance metrics for the providers, the
weighted combination incorporating a plurality of
predetermined weights each corresponding to one of
the plurality of fulfillment performance metrics;

rank the plurality of providers based at least in part on
the determined weighted combination;

allocate a target budget amount across at least a portion
of'the plurality of providers based at least in part upon
the ranking;

provide access to the allocated budget amount to a plu-
rality of users, the plurality of users enabled to request
one or more adjustments to the allocated budget
amount;

responsive to approval of a request for one or more
adjustments, automatically reallocate the target bud-
get amount based at least in part upon the ranking;

receive change information relating to at least one of an
adjustment in an assortment allocation or a provider
commitment affecting one or more providers;

automatically reallocate the target budget for one or
more providers based at least in part upon the change
information; and

output the reallocated target budget to a procurement
system, the outputting causing the procurement sys-
tem to generate orders for the items from the plurality
of providers based on the reallocated target budget,
the orders enabling the plurality of providers to offer
the items at the electronic marketplace.

7. The system of claim 6, wherein the instructions, when
executed, further cause the system to:

for at least a portion of the providers having an allocated

portion of the target budget amount, further allocate the
allocated portion over two or more categories of items
offered by that provider.
8. A non-transitory computer-readable storage medium
including instructions for managing a budget associated with
items offered at an electronic marketplace from a plurality of
providers, the system that, when executed by a processor,
cause the processor to, at least:
obtain historical data for a plurality of providers from a
data store associated with the electronic marketplace,
each provider offering at least one type of item, the
historical data including values for a plurality of fulfill-
ment performance metrics, wherein the plurality of per-
formance metrics includes one or more fulfillment per-
formance metrics with respect to fulfillment of vendor
commitments;
determine a weighted combination of the values of the
fulfillment performance metrics for the providers, the
weighted combination incorporating a plurality of pre-
determined weights each corresponding to one of the
plurality of fulfillment performance metrics;
rank the plurality of providers based at least in part on the
determined weighted combination of the values;

allocate a target budget amount across at least a portion of
the plurality of providers based at least in part upon the
ranking;
provide access to the allocated budget amount to a plurality
of users, the plurality of users enabled to request one or
more adjustments to the allocated budget amount;

upon approval of a request for one or more adjustments,
automatically reallocate the target budget amount based
at least in part upon the ranking;

receive change information relating to at least one of an

adjustment in an assortment allocation or commitment
affecting one or more providers;
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automatically reallocate the target budget for one or more
providers based at least in part upon the change infor-
mation; and

output the reallocated target budget to a procurement sys-

tem, the outputting causing the procurement system to
generate orders for the items from the plurality of pro-
viders based on the reallocated target budget, the orders
enabling the plurality of providers to offer the items at
the electronic marketplace.

9. The non-transitory computer-readable storage medium
of claim 8, wherein the instructions, when executed, further
cause the processor to:

further allocate the allocated budget amount over two or

more categories of items offered by that provider for at
least a portion of the providers having an allocated por-
tion of the target budget amount.

10. The system of claim 6, wherein the ranking is further
based at least in part upon at least one of projected fulfillment
performance data and vendor planning data, wherein the ful-
fillment performance data includes data with respect to ful-
fillment of vendor commitments.

11. The system of claim 6, wherein the instructions, when
executed by the processor, cause the system to further enable
each authorized user to request one or more adjustments to the
allocated budget amount.

12. The non-transitory computer-readable storage medium
of claim 8, wherein the instructions, when executed, further
cause the processor to:

for at least a portion of the providers having an allocated

portion of the target budget amount, further allocate the
allocated portion over two or more categories of items
offered by that provider.

13. The non-transitory computer-readable storage medium
of claim 8, wherein the ranking is further based at least in part
upon at least one of projected fulfillment performance data
and vendor planning data, wherein the fulfillment perfor-
mance data includes data with respect to fulfillment of vendor
commitments.
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14. The non-transitory computer-readable storage medium
of claim 8, wherein the instructions, when executed, further
cause the processor to enable each authorized user to request
one or more adjustments to the allocated budget amount.

15. The computer-implemented method of claim 1,
wherein the target budget amount is a total monetary amount
to be spent by a retailer across the plurality of vendors for
which the retailer has historical fulfillment performance data
during a period of time, the plurality of vendors being external
to the retailer, wherein the fulfillment performance data
includes data with respect to fulfillment of vendor commit-
ments.

16. The computer-implemented method of claim 1,
wherein the plurality of fulfillment performance metrics
includes at least one of selection and popularity of delivered
items.

17. The computer-implemented method of claim 1,
wherein the weighted combination incorporates at least one
weight determined based at least in part on an age of at least
one corresponding fulfillment performance metric relative to
the present.

18. The computer-implemented method of claim 17,
wherein determining the at least one weight comprises decay-
ing the at least one weight based at least in part on the age of
the at least one corresponding fulfillment performance metric
such that more recent data is given greater weight.

19. The computer-implemented method of claim 1,
wherein the weighted combination incorporates at least one
weight determined based at least in part on an annual season.

20. The computer-implemented method of claim 1,
wherein at least a portion of the plurality of metrics upon
which the weighted combination utilized to rank the plurality
of vendors is based correspond to a plurality of attributes of
the items offered by the vendors, the plurality of attributes
including at least one of: item size, item style and item color.
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